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Appln. NO.! 09/924,858 MATP-608US 
Amendment Dated September 28, 2005 
Reply to Office Action of July 28, 2005 

Remarks /Arguments: 

Applicants note that the Information Disclosure Statement filed November 12, 20Q4 has 
been acknowledged by the Examiner. Applicants request, however, that the Examiner send the 
initialed Form 1449 for this Information Disclosure Statement. 

Claims 1-16 are pending in the above-identified application. Claims 1-11, 15 and 16 are 
allowed, claims 12-14 are rejected as being anticipated by U.S. patent no. 6,816,904 to Ludwig 
et al. This ground for rejection is overcome by amending claim 12 to recite the step of "sensing 
an infrared (IR) command signal from the remote control transmitter. 

Basis for this amendment may be found in claims 1 and 5. Claim 5 recites that "the 
remote control receiver includes an infrared receiver", and would thus receive "[infrared] 
command and control signals from the remote control transmitter", as recited in claim 1. With 
regard to amended claim 12, Ludwig et al. nowhere teach nor disclose transmission and/or 
reception of infrared command signals. Each workstation in Ludwig et al. comprises a 
conventional desktop based computer system. (Col. 10, lines 57), The workstations do not 
sense or directly receive IR signals. The present invention is capable of remote operation of the 
computer at the second location by an infrared transmitter at the first location, thereby allowing 
mobility not provided by Ludwig et al/s wired workstation system. 

Because Ludwig et al. do not disclose or suggest the limitations of claim 12, claim 12 is 
not subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) in view of Ludwig et al. Claims 13-14 depend 
from claim 12. Accordingly, claims 13-14 are not subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 
in view of Ludwig et al. 

Applicants appreciate the allowance of claims 1-11, 15 and 16. 
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In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants request that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 12-14. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Kenneth W. Nigoh, Reg-Jf^. 31,549 
Attorney(s) for Applicant(s) 



KNN/jal 

Attachments: Abstract 
Dated: September 28, 2005 



[g| P.O. Box 980 

Valley Forge, PA 19482 
(610) 407-0700 



□ P.O. Box 1596 

Wilmington, DE 19899 
(302) 778-2500 



The Commissioner for Patents Is hereby 
authorized to charge payment to Deposit 
Account No. 18-0350 of any fees associated 
with this communication. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being filed via 
Facsimile Transmission to Facsimile No. 1-571-273083006 
addressed to: Mail Stop Amendment Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on: 
Septet 28,2005 ^ ^ 



Juli A. Lawrence 



■J* 
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